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Mr. Martin Waldron 
Hew York Times 
222 W. 23 St., 

Hew York, xl.Y. 1C036 

Boar Mo, 

A few minutes ago I finished a short conversation with John C'rewdson. I returned 
his cill. I had been in Washington for a phlebitis checkup (the anticoagulent, although 
I act more mobile, is increased). 3eeause 1 am still unable to drive that distance without 
being exhausted for several days, a side comment that I think will have relevance. I 
used the rather .poor bus. 

All John wanted to know is whether I had told him that CBS had paid Cliff 
Andrews for an interview. I had heard this. I have no Independent recollection of having 
toxd Join. Or you. Or anyone else. But 1 would have told anyone working on the story. 

Because I had no independent recollection I told John I* d best go over what I 
recalled to see if it could bring back my source. I did this. He said that Rather denied 
paying AMrews. I do not recall the exact words. But I do know that while Rather may 
not have, others may have. The story I heard 13 that Andrews got SI ,000 for the interview 
in hew York, heisted a car in Canada, was rearrested near Calgary, and tried unscueessfully 
to hit CBS again thereafter. In telling him the story I came to believe that my source 
was one who had been told this by one who said he had been told by Andrews. 

As you know I have never bolieved any part of the Andrews story. Jojia^ says he 
has in his note my having told him this story. The only sense in which I could have, 
having and to John’s knowledge having no possibility of first-hand knowledge, has to 
have been for Mm to follow if it interested him. I have never met Cliff. I have never 
seen iris picture. I have never Mad a letter at or a call from him. In fact as I under- 
stand his approach, it specif icall ^e«f(cluded I am sure John knows this. I an also 

sure that he knows I am pretty immobile and can t have first-hand knowledge. I am sure 
I told him I never believed the Andrews story f?OBi the first. And I can date my kssxixii 
first knowledge precisely. I believe but I am not certain that this particular timing 
suggested certain possibilities to me and I may well have told John what they are. 

As I say, John told mo that Rather denied paying Cliff. I did not ask "did anyone 
else" or the other possibilities. I merely said that Andrews is a con man and if I had 
to make a choice between father’s word and Andrews’ I’d believe Rather. (To whom I’ve 
never talked and to whom I’ve written two letters about etlri.es, unanswered.) 

John said this is all he wanted to know and that was the end of the conversation. 

Once again his entire dianaer as well as his words troubled me. Sven the way he 
put it to my wife when he called at t *15 p.ru , that he would like me to call him when 
I "reappear. " She told so this when I walked in. the door and the word is in her written 
reminders 

Maybe John is just trying to eliminate what he asik can eliminate from what he 
is working on. But the other possibility is why I write this, close to immediately, 
for the record. I tried to phone you and you were either not in or did not answer. It 
was approximately 500-5*45. 

You know I wondered why the Times sent three reporters to Bud, knowing he had 
been too busy to be active in the case for some time, while not finding time to send 
one to the press conference 1 had to make available new FBI materials I obtained under 
FQIA. How 1 wonder about this as it relates to me. 



Neither, including John‘s “That 1 a all I wanted to know," is consistent with 
atryaght journaiism. Nor is ind^ifference when the Tices Washington iW au got a Kle 

hand-delxvc-red, aoout my offer of this new evidence and it had the same thing on the 
City news wire. “ 

iiayba this is 1211011 ado about nothing. %ybe it is just John's manner and some 
^rcane bournalistie concepts in your Washington buresau. I'm taking this time because 
x “Jink •-here is a reasonable interpretation that -it is not. 

If you care to communicate this to anyone else at the Tices, including what 
io-lxows, please do* 

iiy belief , which I'd rather have not be the fact, is that this is intended 
as an attack on me and for this use in the Tiges. 

There is a long history between me and the Times and its attitude toward the 
side of controversial issues on which it end I ere, its record and sine and its record 
witn regard to me and ay work as well as the facility with which it finds non-ex^rts 
xor aefamations. bore that under the circumstances I think it boat not to tell vou cr 
anyone else. But I think if this corses to an issue, S 3 it will if the Times defames me 
-i-or doing no more than passing on a tip anybody past kindergarten should know could 
have been no more and was intended as no more, I will seek counsel. I think that with 
a long mstory it will craoss the malice line, if it hasn't already. If it comes to this, 
as I once discussed with John in asking him to keep full notes on what he was learning, 
the ' ixmes w 111 Iilld «iat I have fairly full records that nobody at the *i..*, 3 hae.&he 
occassion, by the way, was whan John called me from ^alifosnia to tell ao that the 
shrink to whom Say went gave him an analysis that exactly coindi.ded with the one that 
£ Siven John and that “erold frank had shown this shrink FBI reports denied the 
hay defense even under the mandate of the 6 th oorcuit court of aoc-eals, for a "full 
scale judicial inquiry," appro?. Wo did ask for these things on discovery, as the court 
and our reeorcs will show, and were refused -long after they aero made available to 
anyone ox sycophantic predisposition. Thus a pc part of my C • A. 75—1 395 , ) 

^ All of tills began when I suggested the existence of a legitimate story to you. 

A. that time I had never spaces to John, ks you know I asked nothing in return. *as I have 
since told you, from what x knew of you of the past I spent what for me is a considerable 
sum with no possibility of any kind of benefit to me in an effort to be as helpful ss 
1 could be to trie Tijpes.As you also know X have offered the Times, though you, 1 exclusives 
where I have no com lie t of interest and again asking notning in return. When I have 
large debts and no regular income selfishness An this is nat easily attributed to me. 

As a matter of fact. I have also told you tha? John did not read Post feortom when 
xt was taken from you and given to bin. Nor did he ever get back to me except fox- a 
single .irrelevant question he phoned as from, he said.CMiifcrnla. There is in this book 
accurate scientific uata, knowledge or wnich he could use in the king case. He also did 
not tali m either that ho had not completed thiscassigUBBiit or had been taken off of 
it, wxach. limited and handicapped me, as as have discussed. 

As of this minute x will stahd on any representation I have ever made- to anvons 
on the Times as a matter of my own personal knowledge, as distinguished from reports 
that reached me that I pgssed on under circumstances that mates it obvious it could not 
be personal knowledge. Andrews is an example ou this. 

I^write you not to involve you. But when I spoke to Eedrifik Smith about two 
dif.erent things that by normal standards would be considered legitimate news, he told 
me, without any discussion with me, 1 approximately, that he has trust in his men and 
leaves these natters up to then. Under this formulation I felt he did not want me to 
go further and x didn't. These had to do with the spontaneity of Levi's announcement of 

vor \ WxliCj!h2£ John told Ee Horrck would call-and Horrock didn't - and 
navxa nelan's agreement with me after our debate -in r 

debate in asking a Congressional J'EK investigation 



_ 1<a , v sapper. It has b..en aoout 10 days since -ohn last called me. He then told 

** tha " t j 1S ., a f xt the .^ J °5 FSL was Soing to show him what they have withheld from 
m since x u*ea lor it 4/15/73 and sued for it when Levi did not respond to my 5 / 5/75 
appe al som e oxme ag4. xf John is the kind of reporter who has no questions about this 
and xsstesd anted f or/preparation for this anamination, and from what he told me hadn't 
road what coaid have prepared him, that is his affair. If the Tines if the kind of paper 
iltat goes into news seeking on major events in this unprepared manner or wants or 
directs op tolerates its people doing it, that is ' the Tines' affair, hut I did offer 
‘'ohn preparation and 1 dia address what the government was doing to the media in the 
press conference for which t e Times had no staffer when it could snare three, after - 
normal hours, to seek Bud out. That was taped and filmed and. there will be no quos^ona 
about facts or offers or selfishnessaeaa, 1 went to all this trouble and then, to the 
press that did not nave the gumption, offered it free. 

, 1 812 reaincied that when ^natbin Daniels beat his breast and prated to the hi ah 

neavensovor the Bay ofJSga and I wrote and asked for his full text I got no response. 

" Yf 1 * 3 ta ** th ~ tail or the closest thing to the ttai tail of errant 

this IS 1 ’ Xt thS r±ght " if it3 nosa worS£S * tc cls2 P the nose and servo 

i re ; iinde i d of and not Daniels hut Daniell, when I waa phoned, in a hinter- 

~ aai * as die only sober person who could be trusted - I was working* what Daniell broke 
a woman 3 lag in trying to do what she did not want done. At 3 a.m. I couldn't ret/a ' 
u.octor. i found a vet. ) u ' 


But I did of x er the iioes what x knew, what x had and what I 


had just received 


^ ft reie I“! and thereafter, specifiSally in the previous conversation” 

3 0£B1 » ana *t was not lit to print whereas what I sospeet seems to be, when it is 
not relevant sfc in any representation of either- a legitimate story of the facts of the 
case. and as you know I not only asked nothing for tills, I didn’t even ask your 
assurances ox the recovery of my expenses whan * undertook to help. I know of nobody on 
.he xisea who is not paid, x nave and no regular income, certainly no salary, for more 
than a aacaue, 

You, personally , know that I offered the A iaes ©clusively what obtained with 
no request rer compensation. You know that there were other offers I cade, had acre-, ted. 
ana asked no more than the actual xeroxing costs, to tills day not paid. 

There is nothing personal in this, as I'm sure you know. It is just that there 
~s nobody else on this on the Times I have any reason to have faith in. I think it is a 
wretched business. I think also that when 1 am ill and can't Keep up with work rhat is 
important to me it xs abusive to take my time even when I'm asleep or supposed to oe 
to get as close to the root of the federal tail as possible while pretending other- 
^fise to rne # 

J n,e J ^ at2 TerU3 ® ssee ssw fit ; dispense with henry Haile's services in tills 
case, vne at*. 3 aw fxt to lot Robert -raaier retire when he is younger and in better 
real tn than . Joither of these developments seems to have been news fit to print. Mot 
was it when Aaile, in the presence of a witness, personally threatened me because of my 
work an this case. J 

, * A s alleged checking of no more than an unconfirmed report 1 .•passed on it 

all/ox a sudden news when all else I have done is not. then we wi n nfeSSSl „ 


about which I'll see what, if anything, I can do 


When I called L, unday and you were 


t when the time comes, 
asleep had several purposes. 


a situation 


Those I recall 


to you. By 


have to do with oilers without request for compensation for the work I mad... „„ }UU , ™- 
ren had received several approaches, while nothing may cone of any, I felt obligated 
1,0 inform you. Another had to do with an POIA suit I’d sjoe never gotten arftund tc 



Ski'S Si’ ““ £ 

8l * ,le *«« ^ 0WS *>t toxd the pcasibilitiaa of a dc,«nt story. ^ 

io the reporter with mose onploynr there say be a reel rrospect T -aid tw r 
had Dean asicaa xo hang loose until the first of the , year ana had a.^ed * - 1 

sy * 1 ” ,a - “ * «* *•#* „ i; »x ^XfStCc 


X 4 


btiiing personal, ho. EopofaUy, this is a co-plot 


; astc of time. But. if I tr 


aught 


it was I'd not be wasting it. 

Ag&XI'l .->fc . i tlLaeplu#* 

^ T 3 trsa an inept way of expressing himself «oim picked a very bad 

day .or tei e xlna on tniag. I've been out of the hospital for two months, burin- te5 

aft0r a tefflP ° r ^ "*»*» - - -as 

Wnar^.r^ ^ ^ £Tw ~ 

-i^l” d vS s l p%. 1C " t '*" yo ”- « f «« CC 

whether^ M aCCept ±n siieuta any. more of this hind of abuse. 

But S'now ^ T Vi r er apyesrs in type * Th *re W well be a Halt to what I can do. 

*• «■»• a ««t i ^-is • - u 1 — “* *•* t! -= *•“ to 

os the reality, there is no lilacs 
that will detar wh ax effort I can and will 

for *J£ ^o^-^trf 0 * t;at f u 0r caa ***** the fte.es. I write vou 

xor .. woe rca^a^. .. trus. you as a mre than coE^ptent reporter and as ar. honest ™» n . 

t rS ls nobody e lse. with whoa I have design this story of whoa I can honestly -r" ’ 

reasonaPi^Q.ajr this t « the tim.), «d I ttek that ,oL» tL^ oSCCfa ™ of 
l.s reputation to be a bio noro than a gtivemssent csehole. * 1 

... A , a ? pe t' il ha -’ “ Ai " e 1x1 aoxBlag to road aad correct this because I row 
-on t ana it wu. go out in tne morning. 


contrived 


i ’UCL 


©:y>©ct s total ines. oac iiy | 


a way to wind up with the sincere* hope the 


you have 


rear all© ad. 



12/24/75 P.S. 


I'm sorry if/I seem to be taking anger or disappointment out on you#. This is 
not my intent. Amd I realize John can say that he was we rely checking to ace if I had 
something. However, that would have had mores: credibility at the time I passed the report 
on to him for him to investigate. It was a matter of no consequence to me or I'd have 
made a note of it and would have been able to get it out and read it. Likewise does it 
seem that at the time it appeared to be of no consequence to John, or he'd then have 
asked me my source of 7 sources. Another is not impossible and if it is true it would be 
a dependable source. At the time it just made no difference to me. CBS has a long history 
of this, paying people to talk. Even staging news. Always with bad people. 

What does make a difference is that I can't think of a single decent, honest fair 
job of reporting on any political-assassination stories that originated with tee Times' 
national desl or DC bureau. There have been infrequent decent reporting jobs, far less 
tnan was justified, by metro desk reporters. 


At every time there seems to be some now information not favorable to corrupt 
government on this subject the national desk comes to its rescue. Its record of the sup- 
pression of what by normal standards are legitimate stories is incredible and incredbily 
long, regardless of who presides. Post Mortem, for example, ana the lessat than honest 
way in which John dealt with me on it. IfJohn knew his national desk wanted a story he'd 
have had no trouble finding one. I’ve^wA you the appendix pages I had noted for him to 
make this easy. 

For a dozen years it has been no more than an adjunct of corruption in government. 

The exceptions are when someone like you worked on the King case. You can reread 
some of those stories with pride. So can L 8 if er man and others. In fact, this is one of 
the things John argued with me, whan I said the contemporaneous re^&uig was excellent. 

I can t think oi anything he didn't argue with me except that the shrink confirmed %■ 
amateur analysis of Jimmy. 

Again a lay awaae last night after 3—4 hours of sleep. The prescribed pill dian* t 
work. I knew I'd need it. Between dozing thereafter z I did think about this. I suppose 
there are a combination of factors involved in the depth of my feeling. One is the 
traditional view I hold of the press and its responsibilities. Another is what I am certain 
all this corruption^ has done to the country, especially to the young. This kind of 
reporting/ non-re porting becomes a new kind of McG a frthyism. The corruptions spread^ and 
the same corrupters do the same in other areas and get away with it because the same 
press fails to espose/ report it. The same John, too, when I told him he was being had on 
his iJosenko story. I was right. On another subject he'd have been anxious to check it out. 

On this he was satisfied he had good sources. Even though there came a time when he ad- 
mitted he is aware that the government wants very much to get favorable stories in the 
1 imes. His diligence in deiense of his calling and his paper's integrity is reflected in 
his not checking out a single one of these things about which he admitted an awareness 
of the possibility of deception. On no other story would he k not if he had available means. 

So I suppose all my feelings are magnified by what I see happening to the country, 
i see a growing authoritarianism made possible_.by the abdicat^ing press. This boils down 
in individuals, who have sons and daughters. I time their sons and daughters, some, will 
come to understand and to feel what their fathers have done, not with. respect and admiration. 
One minor incident of this is within my recent experience. The kids uTaaiyland haxj asked me ' 
“O appear in a benefot for them to raise i.nney so they could exercise their Constitutional 
rights, a agreed but said I couldn't drive there. Among themselves one volunteered. Nice kid. 
i'd never met him before. He wanted to stop off so his mother, who had read some of my work, 
could meet me. She is a war bride, apparently, who chershes the great improvement she finds 
here. It happens that the father sells something we need and I said I'd buy it from him. What 
happened instead is that the father felt even an unknown relationship of purely commercial 
na.ure could interfere with his business with the government and ordered his son to drop 
ou. of that student group. The son had to do it. It was not easy on him. The others hold 

him in contempt. If it is but one minor tragedy it is symptomatic of what troubles me 
much xn all of this. I've seen much of it over the years. 





